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Eleutheropolis and Gaza: A Newly  Discovered 
Die Sharing in Roman Palestine
Yoav Farhi
Abstract: This paper presents a new occurrence of die sharing in Roman Palestine, this time between 
Eleutheropolis and Gaza under Septimius Severus.
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Zusammenfassung: Der Artikel präsentiert eine neue Stempelkoppelung aus dem Römischen Palästina, in 
diesem Fall eine Verbindung zwischen Eleutheropolis und Gaza aus der Zeit des Septimius Severus.
Schlagwörter: Lokalprägung, Römisches Palästina, Stempelkoppelungen, Septimius Severus
1 Eleutheropolis is located some 45 km north-east of Gaza, 
half way between Gaza and Aelia Capitolina (see Map 1) (I 
wish to thank H. Cohen-Klonimus for preparing the map). 
For the history of the city see TIR 118–119.
2 Farhi 2013, 170.
3 Farhi 2007/2008a; Farhi 2015.
4 The obverse die with the specific portrait of Septimius 
Severus (No. 1) is already known in Eleutheropolis in 201/2 
CE (CHL 110, Nos. 2–4). 
5 CHL 110, No. 11.
During my study of the coinage of Gaza in the 
Roman period, I have noted that the portraits 
on the coins of Gaza dated to year 268 (207/8 
CE) are very similar to the ones on the coins 
of Eleutheropolis1, especially those of years 8 
and 9 of the local era (206/7 and 207/8 CE) and 
suggested that it seems possible that the dies 
for both cities were cut by the same die cut-
ter/workshop2. Further study of the coinage of 
both cities has revealed that there is more than 
only similarity among the dies and, in additi-
on to the already published die links between 
Gaza and Raphia3, I can now point to another 
instance of die sharing in Roman Palestine, this 
time between Eleutheropolis and Gaza under 
Septimius Severus. 
 It seems that at least four of the obver-
se dies used for the four known types struck 
in Gaza in 207/8 CE are known from coins of 
Eleutheropolis dated to 206/7 and 207/8 CE 
(Table 1)4. The largest denomination in both ci-
ties was struck in the name of Septimius Sever-
us (No. 1); the second denomination in both 
cities was struck in the name of young Caracal-
la (No. 2); the smallest denomination in both 
cities is in the name of Geta. One denominati-
on in his name is known in Eleutheropolis, with 
a similar type in Gaza (No. 3), while another, 
smaller denomination, is only known in Gaza 
(No. 4), possibly struck by the same die used 
for the previous denomination but on a smaller 
flan, thus producing a smaller denomination. It 
should be noted that the series in Eleuthero-
polis dated Year 9 (207/8 CE) also included an 
obverse die in the name of Julia Domna5, which 
was not used in Gaza. 
 The fact that at least two obverse dies 
(Nos. 1–2 above) are known from dated coins 
of Eleutheropolis earlier than they are known 
on the coins of Gaza indicate that dies from 
Eleutheropolis were brought to Gaza rather 
than the opposite. 
 This is especially interesting in the case of 
Gaza since it was the only city in the region to 
mint regularly under Septimius Severus alrea-
dy from 193/4 CE and up to 207/8 CE. No new 
coins were minted in Gaza in the final years un-
der Septimius Severus (208/9‒210/1 CE). The 
fact that Gaza probably did not produce new 
obverse dies during 207/8 CE but used obverse 
dies of Eleutheropolis suggests that the local 
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mint already had some difficulties during this 
year. However, it should be noted that Gaza 
did produce the reverse dies for the types 
struck during this year. This fact proves that at 
least in some cases the obverse and reverse 
dies were definitely cut by different die cutters 
and probably by different workshops. 
 The difficulties of the local mint seem to 
continue during the final years of Septimius 
Severus and into the reign of Caracalla as evi-
denced by the fact that from 208/9 to 213/4 
CE Gaza did not produce any new dies and 
did not strike new coins at all but used dated 
countermarks which were punched on earlier 
coins of the city instead. In addition, one bron-
ze specimen only (in the name of Julia Domna) 
is known under Caracalla in 214/5 CE and no 
coins of the city are known for 215/6 CE.
 Thus, it seems that during 207/8 CE Gaza 
used obverse dies of another city (Eleuthero-
polis) together with reverse dies which had pro-
bably been produced in Gaza itself; after this 
year and during the rest of the period under 
Septimius Severus and Caracalla (up to 214/5 
CE), no obverse or reverse dies were used and 
no coins were struck in Gaza at all (above). This 
seems to indicate some kind of deterioration 
in the local coin production. It also Indicates 
that the die cutter who worked for Eleuthero-
polis did not move to Gaza in 207/8 CE and cut 
the dies there. Additional evidence for the de-
terioration in the local coin production in Gaza 
during 207/8 CE compared to Eleutheropolis 
is the evidence that the coins of Gaza which 
were struck in 207/8 CE seem to be less com-
mon than those struck by Eleutheropolis using 
Abb. 1: Bildbeschreibung (und Bildnachweis) 
zweizeilig mit Kastenhöhe 9,5mm
Abb. 1: ausführlichere Bildbeschreibung 
(und ausführlicherer Bildnachweis ...) 
dreizeilig mit Kastenhöhe 13,5mm 
Map 1: Orientation map (© H. Cohen-Klonimus)
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No. Eleutheropolis (206/7–207/8 CE) Gaza (207/8 CE)
1
CHL 110, No. 5
(12.41 g; 27 mm)
Dated ›year 8‹ = 206/7 CE
Jeselsohn coll. (Farhi 2013, 236*, Type 249b.2)
(13.96 g; 28 x 28.5 mm)
Obv. Laureate, draped and cuirassed bust of Septimius Severus r., A K Λ CЄΠ CЄ-OЄV ΠЄP CЄΒ (27 mm)
2
Stack’s Coin Galleries December 2006 Auction 
(13.12.2006), Lot 98 (23 mm)
Dated ›year 8‹ = 206/7 CE
CHL 110, No. 16 (7.82 g; 23 x 24 mm)
Dated ›year 9‹ = 207/8 CE
Yashin 2007, 95, No. 460; Farhi 2013, 237*, Type 250.a.1a
(10.33 g; 24 x 25 mm)
Obv. Laureate, draped and cuirassed bust of young Caracalla r., AV K M AV·-·ANTω CЄ· (24mm)
3
 CHL 110, No. 23
(2.51 g; 15 x 15.5 mm)
Undated
CHL 122, No. 189; Farhi 2013, 238*, Type 251.a.1
(4.49 g; 17.5 x 18 mm)
4
Yashin 2007, 95, No. 461; Farhi 2013, 238*, Type 252a.1b
(1.23 g; 12 x 13 mm)
Obv. Draped and cuirassed bust of Geta r., bareheaded; Π CЄΠ·-·ΓЄTA K (15 mm)
Table 1: Die links between Eleutheropolis and Gaza under Septimius Severus
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6 It should be noted that generally speaking, the coins 
of Gaza are much more common in public and private coll-
ections than those of Eleutheropolis. However, coins of 
Eleutheropolis which are dated to the years under discussion 
are more common than those of Gaza of the same year.
7 Eleutheropolis become a polis, alongside Diospolis, by 
Septimius Severus during his visit to the region in c. 199/200 
CE (Farhi 2007/2008b, 141, 163; Kushnir-Stein 2000, 154). 
The first coins to be struck in Eleutheropolis were under 
Septimius Severus, from 201/2 CE (year 3) to 207/8 (year 
9) and the last ones under Elagabalus in 217/8 CE (year 19). 
For the coins of Eleutheropolis see Spijkerman 1972; CHL 
109–111; Sandberg 2014 (the most recent paper dealing 
with this city, unfortunately lacking a thorough study and a 
catalogue of the coinage).
8 Diospolis was the only city west of the Jordan River to 
strike coins during this period, and in one year only (208/9 
CE); see Farhi 2013, 203–204, Table 22. Diospolis is located 
some 37 km north of Eleutheropolis (see Map 1).
9 Kraft 1972. See also Johnston 1982/1983.
10 Grunauer-von Hoerschelmann 1982/1983.
11 Watson 2020, 261.
12 Watson 2021. See also Watson 2019 (non vidi).
the same dies (I know of 16 such coins of Gaza 
and 49 of Eleutheropolis)6.
 The fact that Gaza, the oldest, largest and 
most important city in southern Roman Pa-
lestine, used dies of a new and smaller city 
which had no minting activity before the pe-
riod of Septimius Severus, is surprising and 
might point to a real difficulty that Gaza had 
during 207/8 CE as well as to the rising (eco-
nomic?) power of Eleutheropolis under Sever-
us, who made it a polis c. 200 CE7. However, 
207/8 CE was also the last year under Severus 
in which coins were struck in Eleutheropolis, 
so the fact that both Gaza and Eleutheropolis 
did not strike coins during the final years of Se-
verus (208/9–210/1 CE) might suggest regional 
issues which caused some difficulties for these 
cities and others as well8.
 The phenomenon of die sharing between 
cities is known from other regions as well, such 
as, Asia Minor, the Peloponnesus, Syria and 
Arabia, in the late second and third centuries 
CE. In his work on the coinage of Asia Minor, 
Konrad Kraft demonstrated by means of die 
links that central cities/mints produced coins 
for smaller cities9. The same practice was at-
tested by Kevin Butcher, who proved that Syri-
an Antioch produced coins for numerous cities 
in northern Syria and for Philippopolis in Ara-
bia in 218–253 CE (Butcher 1986–1987:73–84, 
Pls. 24–29; 1988:63–75). Susanne Grunauer-
von Hoerschelmann found stylistic peculia-
rities of obverse dies of Corinth from the Se-
veran period that are also found on obverses 
of coins from some Peloponnesian towns. 
She assumed that direct models from Corinth 
were copied in multiple towns, and suggested 
two possible reasons for this: Either a single 
workshop in Corinth provided all the dies for 
the surrounding cities or a travelling Corinthi-
an workshop, equipped with model coins of 
the Severan family, traveled across the Pelo-
ponnesus and coined wherever they received 
orders and bronze bullion10. George Watson 
has recently published a new corpus of shared 
dies of Roman provincial coinage in which he 
also mentioned the existence of die sharing 
amongst cities of Arabia and the Decapolis du-
ring the reign of Elagabalus11. 
 We have no certain answer to the question 
of what might be the reasons and the moti-
vation for the die sharing between Eleuthero-
polis and Gaza. Maybe there was a need for 
a special permission to cut and use obverse 
dies and for some reason Gaza had problems 
in getting this permission during the years un-
der discussion. Or perhaps the cutting of new 
obverse dies was rather expensive and the city 
(or someone on behalf of the local boule?) was 
trying to save money for the city or for himself. 
Another option is that there was, for some re-
ason, lack of skilled die cutters to perform this 
job.   
 Regarding the vast phenomenon in Asia 
Minor, it was recently suggested that the ex-
plosion in use of shared dies during the third-
century CE might be better explained by con-
nections between cities that were conducive 
to the spread of ideas than by any inherent 
benefit arising from the practice itself12.
 Besides the die sharing discussed here, we 
know almost nothing about possible connec-
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13 For the border between Gaza and Eleutheropolis see Di 
Segni 2004. 
tions between Gaza and Eleutheropolis, ex-
cept for the fact that they shared a border13.
 Due to the very small number of cases of 
die sharing in Roman Palestine, all within a re-
latively short period, the possibility that the re-
ason for the die sharing was a result of a trend 
rather than a practical issue seems to me less 
relevant for this region and other, probably 
practical, options might be involved.
Closing remarks
The reason for the die sharing between 
Eleutheropolis and Gaza (as well as between 
Gaza and Raphia) is yet unknown. The motiva-
tion for it was probably practical. In any case 
it seems that the minting of provincial coins in 
Asia Minor, the Peloponnesus, Syria, Arabia, 
the Decapolis and southern Roman Palestine 
involved some similar patterns of activities 
from the last quarter of the second century CE 
into the first quarter of the third century CE. 
 Such studies, and especially those dealing 
with obverse portraits and types, might reveal 
connections and relations between neighbo-
ring mints such as shown here. Moreover, it 
becomes clear that die studies of bronze coins, 
a less developed branch of numismatic endea-
vor, can significantly contribute to diverse sub-
jects such as the output of the mints and other 
purely economic aspects. I hope that this and 
other studies into die links and other numisma-
tic connections between the mints in southern 
Roman Palestine will lead to the identification 
of more die links in other parts of this region as 
well.
   
REFERENCES
Butcher 1986/1987
K. Butcher, Two Related Coinages of the Third Cen-
tury A.D.: Philippopolis and Samosata, IsrNumJ 9, 
1986/1987, 73–84
Butcher 1988
K. Butcher, The Colonial Coinage of Antioch-on-
the-Orontes, c. AD 218–53, NumChron 148, 1988, 
63–75
CHL
Y. Meshorer – G. Bijovsky – W. Fischer-Bossert, 
Coins of the Holy Land: The Abraham and Marian 
Sofaer Collection at the American Numismatic Soci-
ety and the Israel Museum, ed. by D. Hendin and A. 
Meadows, Ancient Coins in North American Collec-
tions 8 (New York 2013)
Di Segni 2004
L. Di Segni, The Territory of Gaza: Notes of Histori-
cal Geography, in: B. Bitton-Ashkelony – A. Kofsky 
(eds.), Christian Gaza in Late Antiquity (Leiden 2004) 
41–59
Farhi 2007/2008a
Y. Farhi, Die-Sharing between Gaza and Raphia in 
the Early Severan Period (Preliminary Report), Isr-
NumJ 16, 2007/2008, 166–171
Farhi 2007/2008b
Y. Farhi, The Coinage of Diospolis (Lod) in the Roman 
Period, IsrNumJ 16, 2007/2008, 140–165
Farhi 2013
Y. Farhi, The Coinage of Gaza in the Roman Period 
(1st Century BCE–3rd Century CE) (Ph.D. Diss., He-
brew University Jerusalem 2013)
Farhi 2015
Y. Farhi, Die Sharing and Other Numismatic Connec-
tions in Southern Roman Palestine (Second–Third 
Centuries CE), Israel Numismatic Research 10, 2015, 
137–154
Grunauer-von Hoerschelmann 1982/1983
S. Grunauer-von Hoerschelmann, The Severan 
Emissions of the Peloponnesus, IsrNumJ 6/7, 1982/ 
1983, 39–46
Johnston 1982/1983
A. Johnston, Die Sharing in Asia Minor: The View 
from Sardis, IsrNumJ 6/7, 1982/1983, 59–78
Kraft 1972
K. Kraft, Das System der kaiserzeitlichen Münzprä-
gung in Kleinasien: Materialien und Entwürfe, Istan-
buler Forschungen 29 (Berlin 1972)
Farhi  |  Die Sharing between Eleutheropolis and Gaza OZeAN 3 (2021)82
OZeAN 3 (2021), pp. 77-82
Kushnir-Stein 2000
A. Kushnir-Stein, Septimius Severus and Cities in Sa-
maria: Rewards and Punishments, Scripta Classica 
Israelica 19, 2000, 149–154
Sandberg 2014 
L. Sandberg, The Coinage of Eleutheropolis (Beth 
Guvrin) in the Roman Period, IsrNumJ 18, 2014, 
173–183
Spijkerman 1972
A. Spijkerman, The Coins of Eleutheropolis Iudaeae, 
StBiFranc 22, 1972, 369–384
TIR
Y. Tsafrir – L. Di Segni – J. Green, Tabula Imperii Ro-
mani – Iudaea · Palaestina. Eretz Israel in the Hel-
lenistic, Roman and Byzantine Periods, Maps and 
Gazetteer (Jerusalem 1994)
Watson 2019
G. Ch. Watson, Connections, Communities, and 
Coinage: the System of Coin Production in Southern 
Asia Minor, AD 218–276, ANS Numismatic Studies 
39 (New York 2019)
Watson 2020
G. Ch. Watson, Kraft in the 21st Century: A New Lis-
ting of Shared Dies in the Roman Provincial Coinage, 
AJNum Second Series 32, 2020, 219–272
Watson 2021
G. Ch. Watson, The Development and Spread of Die 
Sharing in the Roman Provincial Coinage of Asia Mi-
nor, AJA 125, 2021, 123–142
Yashin 2007
Ch. Yashin, From Ascalon to Raphia: City-Coins of 
the Southern Palestinian Coast (Jerusalem 2007)
Photo credits: Map: H. Cohen-Klonimus; Eleuthe-
ropolis: CHL; Stack’s Coin Galleries; Gaza: Farhi 
2013; Yashin 2007; CHL
